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A vehicle, such as an automobile or other motor vehicle, can be protected under a federal or state constitutional 
guaranty concerning searches and seizures. 


A vehicle is an “effect” as that term is used in the Fourth Amendment guarantee that “[t]he right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated.”! Constitutional 
prohibitions against unreasonable searches and seizures apply to motor vehicles,’ including the interior of an automobile.’ 
Although the expectation of privacy in an automobile is not as great as that in a home,* an automobile is entitled to limited 
Fourth Amendment protection, and unless an exception to the warrant requirement applies, a search of an automobile or 
other motor vehicle requires a warrant.” Airplanes? and sailing vessels’ are also protected although the degree of privacy one 
can expect on a boat varies according to the type of vessel” and the particular area of the vessel involved." In particular, there 
is no privacy right in a vessel’s location on the high seas.’ 


A computer check of a vehicle identification number (VIN) is proper.” Specifically, a check of a vehicle’s license plates 
through the motor vehicle bureau’s records is not an invasion of rights contemplated by the Fourth Amendment." Similarly, 
there is no reasonable expectation of privacy in a vehicle identification number,’ and a police officer’s recording of a VIN 
does not constitute a seizure if the officer is lawfully in a position to see the number.'? However, it is a search to reach into an 
automobile to remove from the dashboard objects obstructing a view of the vehicle identification number” or to open a 
vehicle door in order to view a vehicle identification number." If the vehicle identification number is in the plain view of 
someone outside the vehicle, there is no justification for governmental intrusion into the passenger compartment to see it.” 


The government’s installation of a Global-Positioning-System (GPS) tracking device on a target’s vehicle, and its use of that 
device to monitor the vehicle’s movements, constitutes a “search” within the meaning of the Fourth Amendment.””! 
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CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


The mere fact that a driver in lawful possession or control of a rental car is not listed on the rental agreement will not defeat 
his or her otherwise reasonable expectation of privacy for Fourth Amendment purposes. U.S. Const. Amend. 4. United States 
v. Lyle, 919 F.3d 716 (2d Cir. 2019). 


Suspect’s interest in possessing his automobile strongly outweighed government’s interest in retaining possession of 
automobile for approximately 15 months after its seizure, and thus police officer responsible for seizure could be held liable 
under § 1983 for violating suspect’s Fourth Amendment right to be free from unreasonable seizure, although initial seizure of 
automobile was lawful; suspect made clear to police department that he needed his automobile for his livelihood and that its 
absence was causing him undue expense, and department’s only possible evidentiary interest in automobile beyond initial 
search was slight chance that it might contain items with evidentiary value that department did not detect during first search. 
U.S. Const. Amend. 4; 42 U.S.C.A. § 1983. Avila v. Dailey, 246 F. Supp. 3d 347 (D.D.C. 2017). 
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